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TRai1S correfponds with the Idea I have fuggefted, and the Diﬂ'érénce'thcr&orc between the
Acts of 1692, and 1704 is merely verbal, the one giving Twelve Pence per Hogfhead to fupport
the Govermor, and the other, the Office of the Governor. ,

" Tus Two following Acts of Affembly that %paffed in the Year 1716, and 1717 come up ex-
actly to the fame Senfe. ' g

By the former entitled *¢ An Act afcertaining the Gauge and Tare, &c. and for laying Im-
<« pofitions on Tobacco for the Suppert of Government, &c. Twelve Penie out of the Fifteen Pence
per Hogthead was given to his Lordfbip’s Governor to fupport the Honour, and Dignity of Government.”

By the latter with the fame Title it is provided that ¢ the Money arifing from the Duty on
¢ Toba_c% fhall be apglicd to thofe Ends and Ulfes, for which it bath been hitherto raifed (to wit)
< Twilve Pepice of the Fifteen Pence to the Support of the Government. ,

THue End, or Ufe, for which the T'welve Pence per Hogfhead were given by the Act of 1716
was to the Gevernor to' fupport the Honour, and Dignity of Government, and the Act of 1 71 declared
that the Twelve Pence given for the Suppert of Government were given for the fame LnJ, or Ufe.

In the Queen’s Time Anno 1714, the Affembly paffed an Act giving Three Pence per Hogﬂréad
for the Ufe, and better Maintainance -of her Majcfty’s Govermer during his Government over and
above the One Shilling pexr Hogshead heretofore granted for the Suppert of ber Majefly’s Government.

THis is a dircct Proof that the Shilling per Hogthead given by the Act of 1704 for Support of
the Grvernment was for that of the Governor for the Refercnce was to s Act in the A& of 1714
there being no other Act in Force then, under v hich the Shilling wa$Bayable.

In thé Year 1723, when the Controverfy ran high on the Queftion, whether the Allowances
claimed by the Council fhould be made in th. Journal, the Upper Houle quoted the Journals in
the Years 1696, and 1697 in favour of their Pretenfions, and the Loweér Houfe, in one of the
Meflages, fuppofed to have been framed by Themas Bordley, Efq; anfwered, that in thofe Years
the Acts in being had fettled the whole Revenue .for the Support of Government, and referred to
the Act of 1692, which gave the Revenue for the Support of the Governor, alledging that this
Act, leaving no Room for the Council, but applying the whole Revenue to the Governor’s Sup-
g::, made it reafonable in the Years 1696, and 1697 to pay the Council in the Journal, there

ing then o other Provifion for them. ‘ ‘

In this Mcflage the Terms Government, and Governor were ufed as fynonymous, according to
the above Definition, the Idéa of the Affembly in 1704, and the Senfe of the Legiflaturc dedu-
cible from the A&s I have cited, fome of which under a Title to fupport the Governor give the
Revenue for the Support of the Government, and other, under a Title to fupport the Government,
give {hé Revenue to the-Support of the Governor.

OLp Inftances of the fame Kind before the A& of 1671 might be cited,

FurTHER—oOf the various Applications to the Support of Government in A&s granting Reve-
nues, and infli&ting Fines, and Forfeitures no Account hath ever been rendred, or even afked till
lately, ‘4nd it is hardly to be conceived that, if the Law-makers had believed there had been any
Abufe, they would not have remonftrated againtt it, or that thcy would ftill have continued in the
Ufe of -the fame Expreflion, when it might have been fo eafily varied. Ambiguity of Expreflion
is a great Defe@ in a Law, and a Repetition of it ftill greater, after it hath been experienced in
the Exccution of a former Law, to give an Opportunity, for the Commiflion of Fraud, always
. embraced, if the Terms ¢¢ Support of Government” arc as extenfive,. as fome have contended.

Wherefore it is not to be imagined, that, if the Idea annexed to the Terms had not been efta-
blithed, and the Pradtice, or Execution of the Laws anfwerable to that ldea, fo many Aflem-
blies in fuch a Variety of Inftances would have held the famd§tyle.

SupposInG that T have afgertained the Senfe, or Meaning of the Terms, it is very obvious
why no Account of the Revenue for the Support of the Government hath cver been rendered.

You may call this Revenue public Money if ‘you pleafe ; but it wou’d be too hafty to conclude
from this Admiflion that an Account ought to be rendered.

THE Revenue granted to his Majefty for the Support of his Houfhold, or to any of the Royal
Family, may be called public Money, becaule granted by the Community, or becaufe the Com-
munity is interefted in their maintaining the Pre-eminence, and Dignity of their Stations; but
no one ever thought that a particular Account was to be given of their Difburfements.  If, in-
deed,- an Addition to former Grants fhould be afked for the fame Purpofe, fome Enquiry into
their Sufficicncy might be made, and Eftunates, perhaps, be required.
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